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RELIGION. ithere remain such differences in theory among | leave you to deduce from it an inferential pre- 

inca - | Christians as now exist; parties, and consequent-|cept. No one will hesitate to say that the great 

FOR THE MAGAzINE. | ly envyingand strife are unavoidable. ‘To con-| Bishop of souls fellowshipped St. Peter as an 

“ fate this idea, Lneed not urge that overwhelm-| apostle, and abundantly blessed him in the most 

EXTRACT FROM A SERMON, | ing § and unanswerable argument which the very] exalted and responsible station of his militant 


Jn the importance of mutual charity among the different spirit of Christ's religion "offers $ 


iuinations of christians. By one of our brethren. 


di no 
CONCLUDED. 


‘© For ye are yet carnal: for whereas there ts among | 
strife, ar d divistons, are ye not car- 
7 a id watk as men? shale one saith, Lam of | 


Pr 


rou enryins, and 


ror? 
-aqna PTAA - Tamof Arour 


ats 4 
th ho then 
Lord : 


gave 


ved, 


297 ae} Cor. i. 3, 4, 5. 


to every 


/ 


hy wham we belv eren as the 
nen. : 

In the first place, then, the church is now di- 
vided into numerous sects; and this division ex- 
ists not barely in wame but in ‘p : it also. 
oncentrates its ability and policy to 
yiz. the building up of itself in dis- 
Moreover, 


these sects Cc 
one object, 


‘inclion {rem other christian sects. 


each sect distinguishes itself by a particular 
name. either of its own coining Or Ol some ta- 


‘This name ts like a watch-word 
are called by it; let a stranger 
if they are satistied 

they will give him 


mous partisan. 
for those that 
come among them with it. 
that he has a good title to it, 
a cordial reception in advance ; but let him trust 
their liberaiity aud at the same time 


ihe name of anor the oF < sbristi: in Secf. and 


himself to 
yrofe ss 
i@ may be thaukial if he obtains co mmon- place 
cold civility. These sects are in fact op posing 
parties, ah hey », Ist in the cetsitindas of 
their respective churches ; 2d, in their profes- 
sion; Sd, in their long established prejudices ; |i 
and 4th, they are parties in the religious con- 
duct they observe tewards each other. Thus, 
one party complains it its members attend the 
stated meetings of another, &c.; and lastly, these 
sects not only oppose each other, but they con- 
duct their opposition with enyying and strife, 
which it is not lawful for a christian to exercise 
against any description of men. In short, th 
very words which St. Paul addressed to the Co- 
rinthians may be applied to the members of the 
modern church. 
one among you saith I am of Paul, and I of A- 
pollos, and I of Cep! as, and I of Christ.” ‘There 
is among you envying and strife and divisions, 
are ye not carnal?” While the church remains 
in this condition, much of ils zeal must be of 
that kind which is not according to knowledge, 
and a large proportion of its pretensions must 
necessarily prove unsound. | know very well 
that great professions have ap imposing aspect; 
when they are united with a Jaborious and fiery 
zeal, they will generally pass for the reality of 
religion ; ; as if men had never heard that these 
things have hitherto flourished the most, where | 
‘he man of sin bas held the greatest sway in the | 
temple of God. 
rinthians the rule by which he tried himself; 


I 


are s¢ 


ei 


** Now this I say that every | 


| 


Each o f| 


nor is it neces- 
sary that I should advert te ¢he convincing fact, 
that ménibers of the same church do differ i in re- 
ligious opinion, and yet live in peace and bro- 
therly love. The latter part of our text exhi- 
bits an idea which if gener rally received would 


- cre ve not carnal? | prev ent all thoughts of justifving contentions on 
Pel” and who is Ap oll #, but ministers! this erouii - and ifalw ays rei tized would prove 


an effec ctual guard against the devices of the ad- 
versary when he comes in the form of an gngel 
of light, but in the svirit co) a messenger of 
wreath aud bitterness. ** Who then is Pav! cath 
who is Apollos but ministers by whom ye be- 
lieved, even as the Lord gave to every man?” 

* Ye believed even as the Lord gave to every 
man.”’ If there were different degrees of faith 
among the Corinthians, was it not because the 
Lord saw fit to preserve the same variation in 
gift of belief that he does in all other gifts to his 
creatures? so that when they envied and con- 
tended with each other on this account. their 
strife was exercised against the Lord’s doings. 
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The Apostle asks in the next chapter, “ Who 
maketh thee to differ from another ? And what 


hast thou that thou didst not receive? Now if 
why dost thou glory as if 


ceive if, 
thou hadst not received it?” And from the verse 
preceding, it is evident that St. Paul laid these 
questions before them for the purpose of show- 
ing them the impropriety of their being puffed 
up against each other because God had made 
them to differ: “And these things brethren, I 
have ina fieure transferred to my self and Apol- 
los for your : sakes; that ye might learn in us not 
to think of men above that which is wriiten, that 
no one of you be puffed up for one against ano- 
ther; for who maketh thee to differ from ano- 
ther?” &c. But why, my brethren, need I ex- 
haust your patience with a recital of scriptures 
in order to prove what every man of common 
observation knows to bea fact. that the Creator 
has made a great variety in the degrees of hu- 
man understanding? ‘This 1s the case not only 
among the Corinthians. but even among the in- 
spired Apostles, themselves. For St. Paul speaks 
of ** the chiefest Apostles; and the relation of 
chiefest, necessarily supposes that of inferior. 
Had these chief apostles beev prompted by an in- 
clination to lord it over God’s heritage, they 
might have determined their own superior de- 
gree of faith as the standard to which every one 
should arrive, in pretence at least, before they 
would give him the right-hand of fellowship ; 
but they would thus have excluded some of those 
whom Christ elected and honoured as Apostles, 


St. Paul has laid before the Co- | and thus like the Corinthians have formed par- 


‘ties, and divided the Saviour’s cause against it- 


and by which I will venture to say, the piety, | self! We may observe a like difference in Pe- 
or the degeneracy of the present ‘church must | ter’s faith, by noticing what it was before his vi- 


be established. 


tongues of men and of angels, and have not| degree he enjoyed afterwards, 


“Though I speak with the | sion of the sheet, and comparing this with the 


As this is a most 


charity, I am become as sounding brass, or a} instructive example of the difference which the 
Lord is pleased to make in the faith ef his ser- 


tinkling cymbal.” &e. 


But perhaps it 


t may be thought that so long as} vants, | will here pause just to state a fact and 





church, even while he believed that Christ was 
the Saviour only of the Jews the ancient elect 
of God; and moreover that the Lord continued 
fo fellowship him with the same cordiality after 
he was taught to call no man common or unclean, 
Now | demand does not this conduct of ©'* nig¢ 
both authorize and require us to me 
son On account of degrees in faith as different 
as {uose exhibited i» ‘ne hisiory of St. Peter? 
When Christ was on ea arth, John came and said 
to hit) «+ Master, we saw one casting out devils 
in thy name; and we forbade him | because he 
followed not with us. But Jesus said, forbid 
him not, for those that be not against us are for 
us.”? And I appeal to your consciences, do we 
imitate the High Priest of our profession in for- 
bidding or rep roaching our christian brother, be- 
cause the Lord has given him the lesser portion 
of faith? “ Who maketh thee to differ from ano- 
ther? And what hast thou that thou didst not re- 
ceive? If thou didst receive it then, why dost 
thou glory?’ Ishall not — urge a conside- 
ration of our fallibility ; I shall not say that if 
we were guided altogether by christian meek- 
ness and modesty, we might possibly reflect that 
it may prove to be ourselves instead of our de- 
spised brother who are possessed of the lesser 
degree of faith,—I shall urge none of these con- 
siderations ; for itis in vain to hope that people 
will generally conduct under a reaiizing sense 
of their weakness and fallibility. But allowing 
all that vanity ever flattered us that we possess- 
ed, let us suppose ourselves vested with uner- 
ring knowledge ; even then how dare we dis- 
own a christian because the degree of his faith 
differs from ours? If we would become follow- 
ers of the Corinthians rather than Christ, let us 
do it. 

But here the important question may arise, 
‘Where shall we place the limits to this differ- 
ence ? What bounds must we establish beyond 
which our christian charity and fellowship shall 
not extend ?” Or in other words, ‘** What arti- 
cles of faith shall we require our brethren to 
receive as an indispensable requisite to our union 
with them ?” 

In answer to this question I dare not lay be- 
fore you any standard save that on which the 
Apostles practised ; and howeyer it may sur- 
prize you, I assure you, without ceremony, that 
the only christian creed of which we have any 
account in the Acts of the Apostles, was the fok 
lowing single article, viz. a heartfelt belief in 
Christ. This was all that they required in point 
of faith from any candidate for the uncorrupted 
church they gathered. They considered Jesus 
alone as the door; and whoever came to him 
might enter. | am perfectly conscious, my bre- 
thren, that this unqualified assertion, if true, 
casts a deep reflection against the wisdom or 
charity of ecclesiastical dignitaries of every par- 
ty ancient and modern, who have filled their 
creeds with articles of faith, so numerous that 


“xe no divi- 





to repeat them would exhaust my strength and 
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your patience. Nevertheless I confidently re- 
peat what I have cautiously « determined. There 
7s recorded but one article of faith by which the 
Apostles tried the candidates for their churches. | 
commit this assertion to your memories; there 
let it be preserved; not that | would have you 
finally receive it barely on my word; for you! 
will soon have a full opportunity for determin- 
ing whether I was authorized to make it. ‘Take 
your bibles, and carefully examine every ac-| 
count of the admission of members wherever 
the apostles preached. And when you have 
done so, | would ask you my brethren, to what? 
articles or article of faith did the Ethiopian as- 
sent, when Philip required a belief with ali his 
heart? What was required of the Jailer? And| 
will you suffer me in the plainness of my heart 
to warn you, my brethren, thatif you add to the 
— standard exhibited in the requirements 
(Philip, of Paul and Silas in these cases, and 
ot ize other Aposties on similar occasions, you 
inay doi cg on the peril of answering for 
all the divisions. CaVVving and strife which will 
certainly ee i as the fruit of such unscrip- 
tural presumption ! Christians have for a 
long time been making experiments with 
his kind of presumption ; and we know wha Path 
hoe invariably effected and produced from the 
lays of the Corinthians down to the present di- 
vided state of the church. It is time we shouid 
hegin an experiment with the Apostolic creed in 
its primitive simplicity. 
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“THE KALEIDOSCOPE.” 

Our readers will be gratified with an opportunity to 
learn the condition in which the editor of the Kaleido- 
scope views his own cause, which evidently appears 
‘rom the following, in his last number. 

‘SUNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE. 

The Editor of this paper, after quoting a short piece, 
‘rom ours in his last, complains as follows : 

“This is all that our good friend has been pleased 
‘o give us in return for the best we could convenicnt- 
ty do for hisa, in almost four columns.° 

On this we remark, that Mr. B. has generally dis- 
played nearly four columns to our one. Were this 
lone in a military warfare, we should naturally con- 
glude that the commander, who sent forth a force, so 


| wards and punishments, o 
the most exalted happiness ss down to extreme misery ; | 
ttever ad- | 


UNIVERSALIST 
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In reply to this and waatever else Mr. B. has said{ opponent made, when he promised to * explain ang 


or can say on this subject, we quote from Dr. Paley 
the following observations, in which we think reason 


and scripture clearly unite in opposing the doctrine of 


T niversalism. 

** It seems most agreeable 
ice, and is consonant enough to the 
| ture,™ to suppose, that, the re are a for us re- 
all possible degrees, 


to our conceptions of just- 


‘4 


never in vain ;*? whi 
virtue, we procure a propor- 


so that ** our labour is 
yancement we make in 


tionable accession of future happiness; as, on the 
other hand, every accumulation of vice is the “* treas- 
uring up of so much wrath against the day of wrath.”’ 


It has been said, that it can never be a just economy 
of Providence to admit one part of mankind into 
heaven, and condemn the other to hell, 
must be very little to choose, between the 


know we, it might be answered, 
little 40 choose in their con- 


cluded. And how 
but that there may be as 
ditions Sal 

The following gene ral positions may be advanced, 
[ t! ‘ink, with safety. 

1. cs That a state ot 
ed by those who are conscious of 
ious rule. I mean those who cannot 
that they have been prompted to one action, or with- 
belden from one gratification, by any re card to virtue 

religion, either immediate or habitual. 

‘“* There needs no Other nreof of this, 
consideration, that a brute would be 4: 
object of reward as such a man, and that, if the case 
were so, the penal sanctions of religion could have no 
place. For whom would ye punish, if you make 
such a one as this happy ?—or rather indeed religion 
itself, both natural and revealed, would cease to have 
either use or authority.” 

2. ‘* That a state of happiness is not to be expect- 
ed by those, who reserve to themselves the habitual 
practice of any one sin, or neglect of one known 
duty.” 

** Because no obedience can proceed upon proper 
motives, which is not universal, that is, which is not 
directed to every command of Ged alike, as they all 
stand upon the same authority.” 

© Because such an allowance would in effect amount 
to a toleration of every vice in the world.” 

** And because, the strain of scripture language ex- 
cludes any such hope. When our dufees ave recited, 
they are put a a that as all 
them are required in the Christian character. ‘* Add 
to your faith virtue, and to virtue knowledge, and to 
knowledge temperance, and to temperance godliness, 
and to godliness brotherly Kindness, and to brothe / 
kindness charity.?’t On the other hand, when veecs 
are enumerated, they are put disjunctrvely, that is, as 

and severally excluding the sinner from 
** Neither tornicators, nor idolaters, nor adul- 
nor abusers of themselves with 


* happiness is not to be expect- 
no moral or relig- 
with truth e ay, 


than the 
proper an 


separately 
heaven. 
turers, nor eileminate, 





superior in numbers, must consider the small force of 
Lis antagonist somewhat formidable. Whether this be 
the character of our columns, or pot, as a party con- 
cerned, we do not feel authorized fo determine. We 
do not however, feel so pe pay © convine ed that we 
are vanquished, as the reverend Editor a ay pears tc be, 
when he triumphantly asks and answers as fo.iows, 

wW hat has he 
which we have bronght to disprove 
Nothing. —Vi hat has he even pretended to say 
whiversa) salvation, that we have uot fully refuted? 
Nothing.” 

As Mr. B. is a party concerned, and has made him- 
relfa judve in his own cause, We bey leave to appeal 
from his decision to that of our readers, If they are 
fully convinced by their own examination, or by Mr. 
B’s tpse diait, that whatever we have said has been 
fully refuted, we must of course acquiesce In having a 
verdict brought in against us. We submit the cause 
to the tribunal of the public. 

In reply to our question, ** Whether Mr. B. believes 
in any future punishment or none at all,’? we are fa- 
yvoured with the following, in his last Magazine. 

** But after all, will it do to 
There would be no danger, if 
lieve in a state of 


' 
numerous arguments 


iatements ? 


answered to the 
his st 


against 


answer the question ? 
we could 


that is, if no 


say, we be- 
future punishment ; 
oue would cal] on us to prove it from the scriptures. 
But there lies the difficulty. 
not prove that sin and misery will exist in a future 


We are sensible we can- 


-| mankind, nor thieves, hor covetous, nor 


drunkards, 
nor revilers, nor extortioners sbal! inherit the kangdoin 
of heaven.’ ’f 

*** Hie which soweth sparingly shall reap also spar- 
ingly; and he which soweth bountifully shall reap also 
bountifully.°? 2 Cor. ix. 6.—** And that which 
knew his Lord’s will, and prepared not !.imeeif, neither 


servan 


did according to his will, shall be beaten with many 
stripes; but he that knew not. shall be beaten with 
few stripes.”?> Luke xi. 47, 48.—** Whosoever shall 


ink in my name, because 
unto you he shall not 
ating that there is in 
even the smallest 


give you a cup of water to dr 
ye belong to Christ, verily Tsay 
lose his reward ;” to wit, mtim 
reserve a proportionate reward for 
act of vir faa, Mark ix. 4 also the parable 

the pounds, Luke xix. 16, &c. where pound 
had gained ten pounds. was placed over ten cities ; and 

as) ! ’ 


1.—e€ 


' ’ 
He Whose 


he whose pound had gained five pounds, was placed 
over five cities. 
t 2 Pet. i. 5, 6, 7. ~1Cor. vi. 9, 10. 


To all this we will attempt to reply in such a manner 
as may tend to refleet such light on the dilierent par- 
ticulars, as may assist the reader in making up a cor- 
rect opinion. 

1. Our friend would insinuate, that because we have 
writteu more in reply tohim, than he has in leading the 
controversy, we thought ‘*the small force of our an- 
tagonist somewhat formidable.” Reply. We thought 
that the weighty and momentous pro: ises which our 





state of being.” 


led” from all the 


language of scrips | 


from , 


defend rational and liberal christianity, as distinguish- 
denominations of christians among us, 
especially Universalisin, were made by a respectable 
and with an expectation of fulfilling their en- 
think so still. gut we 


editor, 


rvarements ; and we never 


gag 
that there 


thought was any thing for 
uld be employed in this undertaking ; and 


mnidable in any 


force that w 


this we signified in the first notice we tox k of those 
| promise Ss. 
2. He will not allow Mr. B.’s judgment, as it is in 


since there } 
worst man; 
who is received into heaven, and the best who is ex- | 





and every of! 





his own case, to be final, but insists on an appeal to 
We are disposed to give him credit in this 


having acted wisely, 


his readers. 
for he has fairly, or 
rather effect that 
by stating directly that he had done nothing, that 
he was, in every instance, refuted, he would have been 
But, no ; he hands 
who generally speaking, 


instance of 
ually, eluded us. We were in hopes, 
and 
| provoked to make some effort. 
over his cause to his readers, 
are no doubt totally ignorant of what has been written 
inreply to him. And this he does withont giving any 
arguments on both sides, and 


etand to 


statement of the servers! 


the apparent relation jn which luey each 
other. 


deavours to quiet his 


Have we not reason to expect that he now en- 
ction that the 
what has 
written in answer to his questions and rema: 
think as 
false, and that ** rativnal and liberal christianity” is 
And is it very 


honest, good people have an idea, which is intimated 


mind, in the refie 


most of his readers, as they know not been 
ks, may 
they always have thought, that Universalism js 
true ? 


not very probable that many 


by our triend, that Universalism is not ‘* rational and 
aS 239 

liberal : 

It he 


with 


But, finally, what better could he have done ? 
with the 
which he has been answered, the 


had presented his readers argume nts 


whole would then, no 
doubt, have appeared to them as it evidently does to 
that he 


Lands on 


him. And such’ are his views of the subject, 


tinds it necessary to throw the whole off his 
to Dr. Paley ; for 
Se He say $3 


Mr. b. has said or can Say 


“In reply to this and whatever else 


on this subject, we quote 


from Dr. following observations, in) which 


P: lk Bj the 


we think reason and scripture clearly unite in opposing 


the doctrine of Universalism.”?> ‘This is the wav in 
which our * rational and Hberal’? christian brother 
refutes all we ** have sid or can say.’’ Read iecr, how 


does this sound? ** ail. Wr. B. has said or can say.’* 
Does it not sound as if our opponent has made his cal- 
culatiog not to enswer us any more? Yes it does, for 


he has not only quoted Dr, Paley im reply to what we 
. but in pried to ull we can And now 


thinks he has: 


have sai Say ! 


we are to suppose that our friend 1ccoui- 
plished an item of bis promise. He uas * explained 
distin- 
Having done this, we 


and defended rational and liberal christianity as 


guished from Universalism.” 


may expect to see him encounter some others, perhaps 
late the 
defend ratioua! 


and liberal christianity, distinguished trom Hopkinsian- 
Y { 


Hopkinsianism, and it is not difficult to antici; 


result, for im order to ** explain and 
ism,” he iuay find some passage in Dr. Paley or some 
other Dr. which he may a F in reply to all his oppo- 
nent shall have said ** or can sa And then he may, 
> Calvinist. and con- 
and thus proceed through 


without the least fear, attack the 
found him in the same way ; 
all his undertaking : 

Let us proceed to examine the sentiment contained 
W hat is the 
Reader, you are requested 
to look it over carefully, by which means we think you 


in the 
amount of this quotation ? 


above quotation from Dr. Paley. 


will be able to see that the whole amount js simply 
this : man will enjoy as much happiness in the eternal 
world as his good works iu this mortal state merit, and 
no more. And on the other hand he 
much punishment in the eternal state as his sins com- 
justly deserve. We certainly 
than what 
evidently all that 


will endure as 


mitted in this life may 
can sce uo more nor less in this quotation 


we have here stated, and this is 
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opposer wishes to establisi im support of ‘ rational 
and liberal christianity.”” 

In reply to this sentiment, and the arguments on 
which it is founded, we say that in room of its being 
rational christianity, 1t has nothing of Christ or his 
grace in it. Jesussaid ; ‘* }came not to call the right- 
eous, but sinners to repentance.—The son of man hath 
power on earth to forgive sins—The son of man is come 
that which St. Paul 


cays ; ** This is a faithful saying, and worthy of all ac- 


to seek and to save was lost.” 
ceptation, that Christ Jesus came into the world to save 
the law entered that the offence 
ht abound, but where sin abounded, grace hath 


inners—NForeover, 


€ 


much more abounded ; that as sin hath reigned unto 


ioe th 
death 


grace reign, through nghteousness 


, evenso migh 
nuto eternal life, by Jesus Christ our Lord—By grace 
are ye saved, through faith ; and that not of yourselves ; 
it is the gift of God; not of works, lest any man should 
boast-~For all have sinned and come short of the glory | 
of God ; being justified freely by his grace, through 
the redemption tiat is in Christ Jesus—Therefore, as 
by the offence of one, judgment came upon all men 


unto condemnation ; even so by the righteousness of 


one, the free gift came upon all men unto justification 





tila Now tohim that worketh the reward is not) 
, , hig ‘ > 4% ot 

reckoned of grace, but of aept ; but to him tia works; 
| 


eth not, but believeth on him who justifieth the ungodly, 


| 


night still proceed with gospel testimony every sentence | 


his faith is counted unto him for righteousness.’ 


of which ts im direct opposition to the sentiment con-| 


tained in the quotation from Dr. Paley. There is no 
intimation in the arguments by which the learned Dr. ; 

tiem te to support his opinion, of bringing sinners te 
repentance, of the grace of God in Jesus, by which 
But the whole of 


his scheme is thatof rewards and punishments in the } 


eins are forgiven and washed away. 


futare world for which 


good and bad works in this, 


is in direct oppesition to the testimony of St. Paul, who 


ays, ** That as sin hath reigned unto death, even so 
might grace reign through righteousness, unto eternal 


life, by Jesus Christ our Lord.” 

As we have shewn that this sentiment of the Dr's. is 
in direct opposition to the scriptures, we will now 
proceed to show that 1¢ is equally opposed to ration- 
ality. . 

Reason delights to see rewards and punishments pla- 
But there is no| 


time and eternity. 


ced on principles of due proportion. 
proportion between any given 
Therefore to talk of rewarding, our good works in this 
mortal state, with a state of endless happiness is utterly 
unreasonable, because the reward is beyond all propor- 
tion when compared with the merit of the creature. 
Equally so on the other hand; to talk of punishing our 
sins which we commit in time, with an eternal duration 
of misery, is to violate this proportion which reason ce- 
lichts to contemplate. Besides being a violation of all 
that is rational, in the view we have just taken of the 
subject, we shall see that the sentiment we disprove is 
amass of confusion in itself, as it gives the reward of 
endless felicity in the future world to virtues prac- 
tised here, and the recompense of endless misery here- 
after to vices committed in flesh and blood, it involves 
the gross inconsistency of the eternal happiness and 
eternal misery of the same person! for it is certain that 
St. Paul was part of bis life here in time, a very great 
sinner, and a part of his time a very good christian. 
Should a father say to his little son of four years of 
age, my child, | will now state to you my law and my 
decree. 
five years old, so you are to be rewarded the residue of 
You are to have no farther probation, as 


As you conduct from this time until you are 


your life, 
your character stands at the age of five years, so it must 
remain during your life, and according to your merits 

uring the present year so you are to be rewarded or 
punished the rest of your time on earth, the probability 
is that the little child would give his hearty consent to 
the proposal and go off toits play. Butif this proposal 
should be made to a childof nine years of age, who 
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should be weil informed for such a youth, the child 
would certainly hesitate—its heart would imbibe a 
most fearful sensation, and it would retire with a-sor- 
rowful countenance. The youngest of these children 
would have no objections to the conditions, because it 
would not know its own weakness, would not be capa- 
ble of foreseeing its childish follics and imperfections, 
nor the awful disproportion between what was promis- 
ed and the conditions on which the promise was made. 
But the elder child, being some acquainted with its own 
weakuess, with the instability of its mind, its proneness 
to temptation, and having some just conceptions of the 
ponderous weight which is now placed on so slender a 
thread, he trembles with fear, but cannot cordially con- 
sent to terms so far from reason, and so far out of a 
natural proportion. 

Now reader, do you not see plainly, that it would be 
extremely unreasonable in a va:ent to establish such a 
system as we have here supposed ? Do you not see that 


| it deprives the child of the privilege, in riper years, to 


correct the follies of youth, after experience, man’s 
great teacher, has given more instructive lessons, and 
lessons more impressive than could be given by precept? 
Do you not see that the promised rewards and the 
threatened punishments are both out of all reason ?— 
Yes, you can see this; and there is not a parent of ra- 
tional understanding in the werld, who would practice 
on such an unreasonable system. But this comparison 
is infinitely nearer rationality than the scheme of doc- 
trine which we are endeavouring to disprove. In our 
comparison, there is some proportion between one year 
of childhood, and the residue of the seventy years to 
which the subject may arrive; and there is some pro- 
portion between the promises and the conditions on 
which the promises are made ; but there is no propor- 
tion between the time of man’s life on earth, and the 
duration of eternity, nor is there any proportion between 
the promises which this scheme of doctrine proposes 
and the terms on which they are made. 

Having shown that the sentiment under consideration 
is repugnant both to reason and scripture, we may now 
have the satisfaction of seeing that it is equally oppos- 
ed to matters of known facts. 

It ts a most gracious truth, wnich lies within the reach 
of common obscrvation and experience, that our heav- 
enly Father does constantly bestow on us, in this state, 
large and numerous blessings, and blessings too on 
which our happiness mostly depends, which have no re- 
lation to our good works. They are too great to come 
within the reach of our merit. Any individual among 
us, may say to himself, why was J made a rational crea- 
Why do 
IT commence my existence in an age of so much im- 


ture?) Why was] born in a christian land ? 
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seems this schome does, why would it not be most rea- 
sonable for us te conclude that if man exists in a fature 


state, God will be as zodd as he is now, will grant ma- 
ny blessings sufficient for the grand foundation of hap- 
piness, and let virtue there lead to happiness; and vice 
to misery as they do here?) What reason can be givo™ 
for the doctrine of rewarding our virtues in this world 
in another state, and of punishing our vices here, in a 
future world?) We kuow that virtue is rewarded here, 
and that vice is punished ; and reason teaches us to be- 
lieve that in order for man to be miserable in a future 
state he must be a sinner in that state, and in order for 
him to be happy there, he must be there reconciled to 
God, whether he was thus reconciled in this world or 
not. 

But the Dr. says that bis supposition is ** consonant 
enough to the Janguage of scripture.’ And quotes a 
number of passages, not one of which has any relation 
to his subject. One passage which he quotes, which, 
he says, speaks of vices which exclude the sinner from 
heaven, is 1 Cor. vi. 9, 10; ** Know ye not that the 
unrighteous shall not inherit the kingdom of God? Be 
not deceived ; neither tornicators, nor idolaters, nor 
adulterers, nor effeminate, nor abusers of themselves 
with mankind, nor thieves, nor covetous, nor drunk- 
ards, nor revilers, nor extortioners shall inherit the 
kingdom of God,’? This passage is the nail on which 
the Dr. has hung the whole of his argument. But the 
very next words to the passage quoted refutes the whole 
use he made of the text and his whole scheme likewise. 
Reader, turn to the passege and read. ‘And such 
were some of you; but ye are washed, but ye are sanc- 
tified, but ye are justified, in the name of the Lord Je- 
sus, and by the spirit of our God.”?> Why did not the 
Dr. recite this part of the passage which is designed to 
show that all these characters can be sanctified and 
washed? Because his scheme has no use for any such 
grace as that by which sins are forgiven and the sinner 
sanctified and saved. 

——— 
MORAL REFLECTION, 

fork is the support of the disappointed, the encour- 
ager of the unfortunate, the rest of the weary, and the 
visionary friend of all wankind. How many an unhap- 
py person has been enabled to support himself in the 
trying moments of affliction, by the indulgence of a 
hepe, that the dark hour would net last forever, but 
that the time would soon arrive when he should once 
The young man in his hopeful day- 
dreams sees only in the extended vista of life, the gay 


more be happy. 


images of fancy, and the delusive phantoms of ambition. 
Hope adds to the picture fricndship’s visionary form, 


and love’s glowing colours. ‘Time himself can scare- 


provenient? Why are so many resources of happiness ly weaken the hues and diminish the objects raised by 


within my reach? Why have I these rational faculties 


of mind and this regular system of body? Why does 
the sun shine so kindly to light me, why is the earth so 
productive of every thing for my comfort?) Why are 
my friends so kind? 
And why have I a theusand blessings more than 


Why have my parents sustained 
me? 


I could name? But can any one say, all these good 


| 


‘ 


le 


Hope, till death shuts the scene.—W. Meg. 


— ee ee 


The ceremony of laying the Corner Stone for the 
new Episcopan Cacrcu in this town, will take place 
this day, at 10 o’clock, 








MARRIED, 
In this town, Mr. Henry Loring to Miss Charlotte 





hines are awards : , tir > Ys ’ ; ] pomge 1 ’ ~ 
things are the rewards of my virtue, they are the Just | Hay.—Mr. Willian Reed to Miss Hannah Cash. —Mr. 


recompence of my good works? 
grateful as it would be impious. 
}ather is continually affording us numerous and exten- 
sive blessings in this life, which we have no power to 
merit, is it not contrary to those matters of known fact 
to contend that he will grant us no favours hereafter 
only what we merit here ? 

The Dr’s. supposition furthermore supposes that the 
degrees of happiness and misery in the future world being 
apportioned according to the degrees of virtue and vice 
in this world, there will be ** as little to choose” in the 
condition of the least happy in heaven and the least 
miserable in hell as their was between their virtues in 
this world. But according to this scheme there is some 
heaven in hell, and some hell in heaven! 

Reader, if we throw away the gospel entirely, as it 





This would be as un-| Edward F. Drewry to Miss Ann A. Gay.—Mr. Rufus 
Now if our heavenly | 


Foster to Miss Nancy lorrey.—Mr. Daniel Gould to 
Miss Eunice Hayward.—Mr. Daniel Brown to Miss 
Mary Hatch.—Mr. William Tucker to Miss Mehitable 
Pool.—Mr. Charles Jordan to Miss Deborah Nichols. — 
Mr. Moses Robbins of Charlestown, to Miss Charlotte 
Keut. 





DIED, 

In this town, Mr. Fzekiel Merrill, aged 50, formerly 
of Salisbury.—Mr. William M. Ginnis, aged 19.—Mrs. 
Abigail Tufts, aged 61.—Mrs. Aun Stanhope, aged 44. 
—Mrs. Badger. —A Child of Mr. John Vennever.—A 
Child of Mr. P. Lever. —Samuel Rhoades, aged 13.-- 
A Child of Mr. James Hooper.—Mr. John Keen.—Mrs. 
Mary Hancock.—Mrs. Caroline Oliver, wife of Francis 
J. Oliver, Esq. aged 28.—Mr. Martin Cushing, aged 
37.—Mr. Frederick Thurston. —Mre. Nancy Gibson. 
wife of Stephen Gibson. 
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“ FOR THE MAGAZINE. 


THE ORPHANS 
WHEN all the world was rapt in sleep, 
I pensive, went from home, 
Pr The fruits of memory to reap, 
wh And silent, stray’d alone. 


When by the ruins I would rest, 

I heard a mournful sigh, 

Where many an owl had built her nest, 
And beasts ran howling by. 


Soon two small children I descry’d, 
And ask’d them why they wept? 

- One answer’d, while the other sigh’d. 
1) In death their parents slept. 

1 i I kindly bade them follow me, 

And told them not to fear ; 

They answer’d, no, we’ve lost, and we 
Will end our sorrows here. 

How long they liv’d [ cannot tell ; 

In three months ’twas my lot, 

To visit near their lonely cell, 

But ah, I found them not ! 


; One pleasant eve, in summer gay, 
. I pac’d the flow’ry ground, 

ed And as the night bird tun’d her lay. 
t I] wildly gaz’d around. 


ea Chance led me to the lonely pile, 
Where these two orphans lay’d ; 

‘| I stood in grief, and gazed awhile, 
Wei 4 As by their grave I stray’d. 
) # Some friendly hand their cold dust o’er. 
pe Inscrib’d their hapless name, 
And told their lives of grief once more, 
To fortune and to fame. 





| # Their grave was not inclos’d from rain, 
: 5 Which soon must sink it low; 
ee Yet the inscription may remain, 
ae | To tell their tale of woe. M. 
uy =< 
gt 
ie [The following is the prefatory piece to a small work, 
rage. entitled ‘* A Valedictory Poem; addressed to the in- 
: habitants of Rainsford’s, George’s, Gallop’s, Light- 
le house, and Deer Islands, in Boston harbour. By 
i: Frederick W. A. S. Brown.”’] 
a UNKNOWN among the busy haunts of men, 
af The muse, secluded, with her book and pen, 
i} Her pleasure finds ; 
BF When she explores the golden mine of thought, 
De By nature, habit, inclination taught, 
+ The world resigns. 


When all alone, upon some sca-girt, 
Upon arock to hear the waters roar, 
And see them rise; 
She sits unmov’d and yields her willing soul, 
To meditation’s calm, sublime contr 
And seeks thie skies. 


shore, 


oul, 


Vith sweet devotion takes her airy flight, 
‘Till heaven seems to burst upon the sight, 
For who can see, 
Thy works, oh God! in such profusion shine, 
Nor feel his bosom giow with warmth divine, 
Nor worship Thee ? 


Presumes, thus feeling, with a modest fear, 
In type, before the public to appear, 
Will feel no pain, 
If her small book, with approbation read, 
Shall leave her breast no anxious cause of dread, 
She’s wrote in vain, 
Deer-Island, Besion Harbour, Ma 1°19. 
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COMMUN 1C ATION. 
—_ 
To the Editor of the Universalist Magazine, 
Sin—Seeing in your paper of the 3tst July, a request 
to your correspondents to make some ~~? yn on 


verse 8thin the 49th Psalm, in these words ; “ Por the 


os aaa of the souls is precious, and it ceaseth for- 
ever.’ 

Your pointing to this particular passage ¢ xcited in me | 

a wish to investigate its bearings. I judged it may not 
be unacceptable to you to receive different opinions up- | 
on this passage ; and although not particularly invited to 
communicate my opinion. 

This chapter shews that in the opinion of the Psalmist 
worldly property or goods is of no account ib Compari- 
son with religion, the piously warm affectious of the 
heart. It also shows that the animal nature of man, 
(which contains the will and passions, 
fallen nature, so much harped upon, by some sectari- 
ans) being the same that 3t. Pan! speaks so fully about, 
That the mind or soul 


and makes the 


is brutish and dies like a beas?. 
being in honor (i. €. coming pure from the hands of its 
heavenly Father) abideth not; but is overpowered by 
man’s sensual nature, which is wholly devoted to 
worldly goods ; and that the tendency of these, is to 
the grave for inaction in mental fencity.) He also 
shows that riches cannot redeem himself or another from 
this corruption, nor be of any use to ransom from sin, 
as mentioned in the verse immediately preceding. 

The word redeem is to pay a price to another as an 
equivalent fora thing wished. We readily sce that 
man cannot benefit God; that nothing man can do, 
can either help or harm him; therefore the phrases re- 
deem and ransom must be used as metaphors, and mean 
by pious actions dictated by true wisdom man redeems 
himself and ransoms his own mind, with the exchang: 
of temporal gratifications. Then a man’s redemption 
of his own soul (by giving up his temporal pleasures for 
the equivalent mental good) ‘*is precious’ to himself, 
and also to all finite good beings ; by so doing the ne- 
cessity of redemption is again forever precluded. The 
dark saying as the Psalmist calls it, viz. that ‘+ it ceascth 
forever,’? depends upon the particle 7/, this 
either to the ransom, to the soul or possibly to woridly 
goods; in either case it is virtually the same. 

If we take the natural bearings of the chapter about 
the evanesence of temporal things, and their mutility in 
mental goodness, the construction would be, that 
wealth and riches cannot redeem a brother, nor give to 
God a ransom for him ; for the redemption of their soul 
(by other means) is precious, and (riches and wealth) 
ceases forever, referring to all temporai things as be- 
fore mentioned, which cannot be of use to a righteous 
soul that does not need them for future felicity. 

If the particle z/ should refer to redemption, it must 
be of the same import, viz. useless actions or q 
For when « soul is so far extricated from matter, 
from sin which arises from it, there can be no further 
redemption, or giving up material pleasures which it 
does not possess and consequently such actions of re 
linquishmeut ceaseth forever. 

If the soul of man is intended, as ceasing forever, it 
amounts to the same. For when the soul is perfectly 
freed, that is, is redeemed from all material connexion, 
or in other words, redeemed from sinful propensities, if 
ceaseth to exist a separate identity ; it is then absorbed 
into Deity as a part of one infinite whole. 

The negative power which makes the walls of sepa- 
ration between a good finite spirit, and infinite spirit ; 
when this negative power is totally removed leaves the 
finite spirit in union with its centre not as a separate 
identity, but as one whole. Man created in honor, i. e. 
when separated from Deity by negative power is in pu- 
rity, or upright and holy. ‘The limits of his actions and 
powers circumscribed by this power, or something di- 
rectly the reverse to all positive powers of spirit; this 


may reter 


ualities. 


or 


separating power the illustrious Dr. Priestly calls with 
which is the cause of ignorance, of 


propriety matter ; 


— oe - ow 


ied from its 
Fr 





animal propensities and of sinful inclinations. The 
more this nuclei of honour (if it may be so called) this 
portion of Deity, is ¢s olved by the lessening of negative 


power, the greater is the me tal leve of goodness, and 
more pious the being. Now when this tay of divinity 
is entirely set free from all negative power, or is redeem- 


connexion with matter, it ceases to exist as 


entits Thit is evidently the mean- 
h says ** that he (i. 


{ st:ll live 


i separate id forever. 


ing of the n whi 


e. the re- 
forever, (1. e, as long as 
not see cor- 
oniv toa mind conjoined with 


ext ye 
decmed soul) 


Deity 


ruprti ny 


shoul 
Sasmatitam % : z 1) : P i 
aul if} it aus } irt { t ity ) aha 
which by songs 
matter. 

This construction may appear 
call to mind that Deity alone, 
that can be 


novel; but when we 
be 


’ 
called eternal; 


can infinite, possess. 


that 
irit to be eternal must bea por- 


ing the only duration 


necessarily al] finite sj 


tion of Deity; we must conclude our minds must bea 


part of Deity, or not be eternal; and if not eternal, 


then thé 
tion. If the 


consequently 


greatest possible good will not arise from erea- 


human soul is an cmanation from Deity 


eternal, it is impossible it can be eternally 


want of wisdom arises from neces- 
irit is 


long as it continues united with matter * ss 
S : -0 sees Qnirit Cafi. 


at 


holly freed 


abl ehenrdite P 
abl a ura) 3 ol 


miserable ; and if the 


sary ignorance which pure sy doomed to suffer so 


not * [ee as ‘ 
ewe Want wiscom, od? sin when w 


cannot 


therefrom. Hence paly eternal 


punishments. 
If the mind of 


man 1s considerce 


in progressive 
state of acquirements, which common sense, reason. 
experience and scripture goes to prove, who can fix tl 


boundaries from its miniaium to its marimum pr 
sion? And who can say 
cChastisement bend the st: 
infirmities a 
terest in th: 

You may 


ogres- 
by 


ifsown 


that iifinite power cannot 


ingest finite will to see 


nd cause him to submit to his own best ip- 


course of tlis progression ? 


safely challenge any of 


r opponents to 
etern! ity other than that 


sive a cle: n of 


of 
wisdom, 


ir conc¢ pti any 


Deity’s duration. Of any sin but from the want oj 
Of any punishment other than emendatory 
And of any end 
These 
ess the Ory of hum: 
so much ink has 
lost. 

The writer of this co: 
he presents an 


in infinite progression other than Deity 


base 
support of whict 


much 


iimself. facts admitted. and where is the 


1. 
i in creeds about the 
tine usclessly 


been shed and s¢ 


infs upon your goodness, Whets 


anonymous piece, containing 
; but when the edito 


considers the spirit in which it is wrote, containing idea: 


} ( rhay § 
some novel id« as, toa stranger 


highly honorary to God with benevolence to man, le 
will easily dispense with the etiquette of customary 
forms. J. J. Sr. CECIL. 
SEC OND o br’ ri ION, 
Just Published and For Sale at this O fice, 
1 SERMON delivered at the SecondUniversalist 


Meeting House in Boston, October By Rev. 
Hosea BALLou, Pastor. 





25, 1818. 


** For, behoid, the cay cometh that shail burn as as 
oven; and ail the proud, yea, and all that do wickedly, 
shall be stubble ; and the di wy that cometh shall burn 
them up, savlh the Lord of hosts, that it shall leave them 


neither rool nor branch.’---M tlachi, iv. 1 
Malachi, & 


Also, for sale as above, 

A volume of Sermons, delivered in Philadel- 
phia, on the Doctrine of | niversal Benevolence. By 
Rev. Abner Kneeland, pa the First Universalist 
Church in that place. --l rice §2 3-2 cents 

r . 21} 

The Trial: Calvi in and Hopkins vs. the Bible 
and Common om —Price 37 1- 2 eents 

A Sermon, delivered in Salem. in February 
last, by Rey. ® shua Plage, pastor of the Universalist 
Society in that place. 

A Sermon, delivered at the Second Universal- 
ist Meeting House | in Boston, in February 1818, by the 
Rev. Hosea Ballou, pastor.—Text, Heb. ix. 27, 28. 
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